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2004 HURST PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY SUPPORTING TABLES

TABLE #1: OVERALL SATISFACTION WITH RECREATIONAL SERVICES
PROVIDED BY HURST FOR PEOPLE IN VARIOUS AGE GROUPS

AGE GROUP car R | SATISFIED | DISSATISFIED | [ cohree | NO OPINION | SATISFACTION
Young children (under age 6) 28% 39% 1% 0% 32% 67.0:1
Children, ages 6-12 23% 42% 2% 0% 32% 3251
Children, ages 13-18 18% 36% 5% 0% 41% 10.8:1
Adults, ages 19-45 24% 49% 5% 0% 22% 14.6:1
Adults, ages 46-65 23% 46% 3% 0% 28% 23.0:1
Adults over the age of 65 19% 36% 4% 1% 41% 11.0:1

TABLE #2: SATISFACTION WITH RECREATIONAL SERVICES PROVIDED BY
HURST FOR PEOPLE IN VARIOUS AGE GROUPS BY SUBSECTOR

AGE GROUP AREA | AREAII AREA Il AREA IV
SATISFIED | DISSATIS | SATISFIED | DISSATIS | SATISFIED | DISSATIS | SATISFIED | DISSATIS
Young children 65% 3% 70% 1% 63% 0% 65% 1%
(under age 6)
Children, ages 6-12 63% 3% 71% 3% 61% 2% 59% 1%
Children, ages 13-18 47% 7% 61% 6% 51% 5% 47% 1%
Adults, ages 19-45 7% 4% 73% 7% 70% 3% 70% 4%
Adults, ages 46-65 72% 2% 75% 4% 66% 4% 52% 3%
Adults over the age of 65 58% 2% 60% 5% 56% 4% 39% 3%

TABLE #3: SATISFACTION WITH RECREATIONAL SERVICES PROVIDED BY
HURST FOR PEOPLE IN VARIOUS AGE GROUPS BY AGE OF RESPONDENT'S

CHILDREN
AGE GROUP NO CHILD UNDER 6 AGE 6-12 AGE 13-18
SATISFIED | DISSATIS | SATISFIED | DISSATIS | SATISFIED | DISSATIS | SATISFIED | DISSATIS

Young children (under 57% 1% 88% 4% 85% 4% 80% 1%
g%?ldGZen, ages 6-12 57% 1% 68% 5% 88% 5% 83% 5%
Children, ages 13-18 49% 4% 49% 7% 59% 8% 76% 11%
Adults, ages 19-45 67% 6% 83% 5% 83% 1% 84% 4%
Adults, ages 46-65 75% 5% 51% 4% 49% 0% 66% 3%
Adults over the age of 65 62% 5% 39% 4% 39% 0% 44% 4%
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TABLE #4: OVERALL RECREATION FACILITY CITY IS LACKING

2004 HURST PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY SUPPORTING TABLES

FACILITY

OVERALL

AREA |

AREAI

AREAII

AREA IV

MALE

FEMALE

Pool/water park/natatorium

19%

39%

24%

6%

9%

20%

19%

Recreation center/gym

19%

6%

7%

26%

40%

21%

18%

Multi-use trails

19%

16%

22%

16%

21%

25%

14%

Parks/picnic areas/restrooms

6%

3%

7%

6%

7%

3%

10%

Senior center

5%

6%

4%

13%

0%

1%

9%

Miscellaneous

4%

0%

7%

3%

5%

5%

4%

Skate park/skateboard area

4%

6%

6%

6%

0%

1%

8%

Tennis courts

4%

0%

4%

3%

9%

4%

5%

Teen center

3%

10%

4%

0%

0%

1%

5%

Golf course

3%

3%

4%

3%

2%

6%

0%

Playgrounds

3%

3%

4%

3%

2%

4%

3%

Entertainment-related

3%

0%

4%

6%

2%

4%

3%

Dog/pet park

3%

3%

2%

6%

0%

3%

3%

Indoor skating/ice skating rink

2%

3%

2%

0%

2%

3%

1%

TABLE #5: OVERALL ACTIVITY OR PROGRAM RESPONDENT

WOULD LIKE TO SEE OFFERED BY THE HURST PARK AND

RECREATION DEPARTMENT

FACILITY

OVERALL

AREA |

AREAII

AREA 1l

AREA IV

MALE

FEMALE

Miscellaneous

16%

9%

26%

8%

10%

19%

13%

Senior/disabled activities

14%

0%

14%

36%

6%

12%

16%

Swimming-related/competitive swim

9%

4%

6%

16%

10%

10%

8%

Arts/crafts/music

8%

13%

8%

0%

10%

6%

9%

Entertainment-related

8%

9%

4%

8%

13%

6%

9%

Aerobics/low-impact/gymnastics

7%

9%

4%

4%

13%

4%

9%

Educational/public service programs

6%

4%

10%

0%

6%

4%

8%

Competitive sports leagues

6%

4%

8%

8%

3%

8%

5%

Golf/disc golf

5%

9%

8%

0%

3%

12%

1%

Basketball

5%

9%

0%

4%

13%

8%

4%

Dance/ballet

5%

13%

4%

0%

3%

0%

8%

Martial arts

5%

4%

2%

4%

10%

8%

3%

Hiking/biking/running

5%

9%

6%

4%

0%

6%

4%

Weight lifting/training

2%

4%

0%

8%

0%

0%

4%
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2004 HURST PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY SUPPORTING TABLES

TABLE #6: OVERALL PARTICIPATION IN RECREATIONAL
FACILITIES OR ACTIVITIES

ACTIVITY YES NO RDEOI\/IEESMNBOETR
Visited or used a municipal park or park facility 83% 17% 0%
Visited or used a municipal athletic field 40% 59% 0%
Participated in a youth athletic league 18% 82% 0%
Participated in an adult athletic league 8% 92% 0%
Participated in any class or program offered by the Hurst parks and recreation 31% 69% 0%
department

Visited the city recreation center 66% 34% 0%
Used a municipal hike and bike trail 32% 68% 0%
Utilized a municipal facility for a meeting 14% 85% 0%
Used a municipal tennis court 15% 85% 0%
Visited the city aquatic center 50% 50% 0%
Visited a city park pavilion 50% 49% 1%
Visited a city playground 63% 37% 0%

TABLE #7: PARTICIPATION IN RECREATIONAL FACILITIES OR
ACTIVITIES BY SUBSECTOR

AREA | AREA I AREA Il AREA IV
ACTIVITY
YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO

Visited or used a municipal park or park facility 86%| 14% 82%| 18% 81%| 19% 85%| 15%
Visited or used a municipal athletic field 42%| 57% 42%| 58% 36%| 64% 39%| 60%
Participated in a youth athletic league 12%| 87% 21%| 79% 18%| 82% 18%| 82%
Participated in an adult athletic league 6%| 93% 8% | 92% 3%| 97% 15%| 85%
Participated in any class or program offered by the 39%| 61% 26%| 73% 29%| 70% 31%| 69%
Hurst parks and recreation department

Visited the city recreation center 79%| 21% 68%| 32% 58%| 42% 55%| 43%
Utilized a municipal facility for a meeting 31%| 69% 38%| 63% 20%| 80% 36%| 64%
Used a municipal tennis court 10%| 90% 16%| 84% 19%| 81% 12%| 88%
Visited the city aquatic center 11%| 89% 21%| 79% 10%| 90% 13%| 87%
Visited a city park pavilion 47%| 53% 55%]| 45% 42%| 58% 54%| 46%
Visited or used the Coppell senior center 49%| 49% 55%| 45% 43%| 57% 54%| 46%
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2004 HURST PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY SUPPORTING TABLES

TABLE #8: PARTICIPATION IN RECREATIONAL FACILITIES OR
ACTIVITIES BY AGE OF RESPONDENT'S CHILDREN

NO CHILD UNDER 6 AGE 6-12 AGE 13-18

ACTIVITY

YES NO YES NO YES NO YES NO
Visited or used a municipal park or park 75% 25% 99% 1% 99% 1% 95% 5%
facility
Visited or used a municipal athletic field 29% 70% 55% 43% 69% 30% 65% 35%
Participated in a youth athletic league 7% 92% 33% 67% 52% 48% 39% 61%
Participated in an adult athletic league 4% 95% 12% 88% 19% 81% 12% 88%
Participated in any class or program offered 22% 77% 52% 48% 45% 55% 50% 50%
by the Hurst parks and recreation department
Visited the city recreation center 57% 43% 81% 17% 86% 14% 80% 19%
Utilized a municipal facility for a meeting 28% 30% 30% 70% 38% 62% 46% 54%
Used a municipal tennis court 14% 86% 22% 78% 17% 83% 16% 84%
Visited the city aquatic center 9% 91% 28% 72% 31% 69% 24% 76%
Visited a city park pavilion 36% 64% 77% 23% 88% 12% 70% 30%
Visited or used the Coppell senior center 43% 57% 59% 41% 75% 25% 68% 31%
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2004 HURST PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY SUPPORTING TABLES

TABLE #9: OVERALL IMPORTANCE OF ADDING ADDITIONAL
RECREATIONAL FACILITIES OR SERVICES IN HURST

FACILITY/SERVICE IMP\é)ERI?I'TANT IMPORTANT | UNIMPORTANT UNIM\I{—“‘%RRY'I'ANT OP’I\IN?ON IMPgE:Ir—%NCE
Baseball fields 10% 36% 33% 10% 11% 1.1:1
Adult softball fields 6% 31% 41% 8% 13% 0.8:1
Youth softball fields 9% 43% 29% 7% 11% 1.4:1
Soccer fields 10% 40% 33% 6% 11% 1311
Tennis courts 8% 38% 37% 5% 13% 1.1:1
Football fields 6% 35% 38% % 14% 0.9:1
Volleyball courts 9% 50% 25% 5% 13% 1.911
Basketball courts 9% 50% 25% 4% 11% 2.0:1
Horseshoe pits 7% 36% 38% 7% 12% 1.0:1
Disc golf course 9% 37% 32% 7% 15% 1.2:1
Jogging/biking trails 22% 56% 15% 3% 5% 431
Rental picnic/reunion 14% 51% 24% 4% 7% 2.3:11
pavilions

In-line hockey rink 9% 38% 33% 9% 11% 111
Exercise stations along trails 10% 51% 24% 5% 9% 2.1:1
Racquetball or handball 10% 40% 36% 6% 8% 1.2:1
courts

Playgrounds 17% 54% 21% 4% 5% 2.8:1
Picnic tables 17% 56% 18% 4% 5% 331
Natatorium 22% 42% 25% 4% 8% 2.1:1
Amphitheater 13% 48% 27% 5% % 1.9:11
Dog park 16% 37% 34% 8% 6% 1.3:1
Natural habitat/nature areas 19% 52% 21% 3% 4% 3.0:1
Gymnasiums 11% 48% 30% 4% 7% 1.7:1
Shuffleboard courts 5% 33% 44% 9% 9% 0.7:1
Bird watching facilities 9% 38% 38% 9% 7% 1.0:1
Recreation center 17% 47% 28% 4% 5% 2.0:11
Meeting space 7% 41% 37% % 8% 1.1:1
Park restrooms 31% 50% 13% 2% 5% 5.4:1
BMX bicycle course 6% 39% 40% 8% 7% 0.9:1
Skateboard park 9% 44% 34% % 6% 131
Indoor archery range 7% 33% 41% 10% 9% 0.8:1
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2004 HURST PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY SUPPORTING TABLES

TABLE #10: SATISFACTION WITH RECREATIONAL FACILITY
ASPECTS BY SUBSECTOR

AREA | AREA I AREA Il AREA IV
FACILITY/SERVICE
IMPORT | UNIMP | IMPORT | UNIMP | IMPORT | UNIMP IMPORT UNIMP

Baseball fields 52% 41% 51% 38% 28% 57% 52% 34%
Adult softball fields 40% 51% 44% 43% 24% 60% 39% 46%
Youth softball fields 59% 38% 57% 28% 35% 52% 56% 30%
Soccer fields 54% 38% 56% 32% 33% 54% 53% 37%
Tennis courts 41% 50% 51% 39% 30% 53% 57% 27%
Football fields 50% 43% 47% 38% 32% 52% 30% 51%
Volleyball courts 65% 26% 66% 22% 45% 40% 52% 32%
Basketball courts 65% 26% 64% 25% 43% 55% 67% 22%
Horseshoe pits 42% 48% 52% 39% 37% 49% 36% 49%
Disc golf course 45% 38% 51% 38% 41% 40% 43% 42%
Jogging/biking trails 77% 22% 81% 14% 67% 23% 82% 11%
Rental picnic/reunion pavilions 70% 26% 72% 20% 58% 36% 50% 40%
In-line hockey rink 50% 41% 55% 34% 31% 55% 40% 48%
Exercise stations along trails 64% 26% 72% 21% 42% 45% 60% 32%
Racquetball or handball courts 50% 42% 54% 37% 42% 50% 52% 38%
Playgrounds 73% 24% 76% 19% 58% 35% 70% 24%
Picnic tables 79% 20% 78% 17% 65% 27% 64% 28%
Natatorium 67% 23% 69% 23% 50% 44% 64% 27%
Amphitheater 58% 32% 65% 29% 52% 42% 56% 30%
Dog park 50% 43% 62% 32% 41% 51% 46% 50%
Natural habitat/nature areas 72% 24% 76% 19% 63% 31% 69% 26%
Gymnasiums 66% 30% 64% 29% 45% 47% 58% 33%
Shuffleboard courts 39% 53% 48% 44% 28% 58% 28% 64%
Bird watching facilities 46% 48% 44% 39% 38% 51% 37% 57%
Recreation center 63% 32% 65% 31% 49% 44% 76% 19%
Meeting space 50% 44% 55% 39% 34% 52% 47% 45%
Park restrooms 86% 14% 84% 13% 73% 19% 78% 13%
BMX bicycle course 51% 46% 51% 39% 37% 55% 34% 60%
Skateboard park 57% 40% 64% 29% 41% 52% 39% 55%
Indoor archery range 36% 56% 48% 43% 37% 43% 28% 60%
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2004 HURST PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY SUPPORTING TABLES

TABLE #11: SATISFACTION WITH RECREATIONAL FACILITY
ASPECTS BY AGE OF RESPONDENT'S CHILDREN

NO CHILD UNDER 6 AGE 6-12 AGE 13-18
FACILITY/SERVICE
IMPORT UNIMP | IMPORT | UNIMP | IMPORT | UNIMP | IMPORT | UNIMP

Baseball fields 44% 41% 55% 43% 50% 42% 46% 47%
Adult softball fields 38% 46% 38% 57% 37% 55% 35% 56%
Youth softball fields 50% 35% 64% 34% 62% 29% 50% 46%
Soccer fields 46% 37% 56% 42% 61% 36% 50% 47%
Tennis courts 41% 42% 45% 52% 53% 41% 54% 42%
Football fields 36% 46% 43% 51% 55% 34% 50% 42%
Volleyball courts 51% 32% 66% 29% 74% 21% 72% 24%
Basketball courts 52% 32% 73% 25% 78% 20% 73% 24%
Horseshoe pits 42% 44% 45% 50% 50% 40% 43% 49%
Disc golf course 40% 42% 55% 37% 60% 29% 52% 32%
Jogging/biking trails 70% 22% 87% 13% 85% 14% 90% 9%
Rental picnic/reunion pavilions 62% 29% 71% 26% 69% 28% 70% 30%
In-line hockey rink 35% 50% 69% 26% 63% 31% 61% 37%
Exercise stations along trails 59% 29% 60% 36% 60% 36% 70% 24%
Racquetball or handball courts 41% 47% 64% 36% 68% 28% 61% 38%
Playgrounds 60% 32% 86% 14% 87% 12% 83% 17%
Picnic tables 67% 25% 84% 15% 87% 12% 82% 18%
Natatorium 56% 34% 76% 21% 80% 16% 75% 21%
Amphitheater 54% 36% 65% 31% 74% 22% 69% 27%
Dog park 48% 45% 49% 49% 54% 44% 63% 33%
Natural habitat/nature areas 65% 29% 83% 17% 76% 22% 84% 16%
Gymnasiums 52% 38% 73% 26% 75% 22% 66% 29%
Shuffleboard courts 39% 48% 29% 68% 35% 61% 41% 54%
Bird watching facilities 43% 48% 48% 51% 50% 46% 49% 47%
Recreation center 55% 39% 75% 24% 83% 15% 69% 27%
Meeting space 46% 44% 54% 45% 55% 40% 49% 43%
Park restrooms 76% 18% 94% 6% 90% 8% 88% 9%
BMX bicycle course 38% 52% 49% 49% 60% 37% 60% 39%
Skateboard park 43% 49% 71% 29% 78% 20% 69% 28%
Indoor archery range 33% 54% 48% 52% 45% 53% 53% 48%
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2004 HURST PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY SUPPORTING TABLES

TABLE #12: OVERALL MOST IMPORTANT RECREATIONAL FACILITY
TO CONSTRUCT IN HURST

FACILITY OVERALL | AREAI AREA I AREAIIl | AREA IV MALE FEMALE

Natatorium 14% 17% 13% 12% 13% 11% 16%
Jogging/biking trails 14% 14% 10% 19% 15% 16% 12%
Recreation center 9% 5% 4% 15% 19% 12% %
Park restrooms 7% 7% 9% 3% 8% 5% 9%
Dog park 6% 5% 6% 7% 10% 6% 7%
Playgrounds 6% 2% 7% 7% 5% 5% 6%
Skateboard park 5% 4% 7% 7% 0% 2% 8%
Natural habitat/nature area 4% 4% 4% 7% 3% 4% 4%
Baseball fields 4% 2% 5% 1% 5% 6% 2%
Amphitheater 4% 4% 4% 4% 2% 2% 5%
Soccer fields 3% 4% 5% 1% 0% 2% 4%
Rental picnic/reunion facilities 3% 6% 1% 4% 2% 2% 4%
Basketball courts 3% 1% 4% 3% 0% 4% 2%
Tennis courts 2% 0% 4% 1% 2% 1% 3%
Football fields 2% 2% 2% 0% 3% 2% 2%
Disc golf course 2% 4% 1% 3% 2% 3% 1%
Gymnasiums 2% 4% 1% 3% 2% 2% 2%
Youth softball fields 2% 2% 2% 1% 0% 2% 1%
Volleyball courts 2% 0% 4% 0% 2% 1% 2%
In-line hockey rink 2% 2% 1% 0% 3% 1% 2%
Bird-watching facilities 1% 1% 1% 1% 2% 1% 2%
Indoor archery range 1% 2% 1% 1% 0% 2% 0%
Racquetball/handball courts 1% 0% 1% 0% 3% 2% 0%
Picnic tables 1% 1% 1% 0% 2% 1% 1%
Horseshoe pits 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 0% 1%
Exercise stations along trails 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 1% 0%
Meeting space 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 1% 0%
BMX bicycle course 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 1% 1%
Adult softball fields 0% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 1%
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2004 HURST PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY SUPPORTING TABLES

TABLE #13: OVERALL RATINGS OF HURST RECREATION ASPECTS

EXCEL/GOOD TO
ASPECT EXCELLENT | GOOD | FAIR | POOR | NO OPINION FAIR/POOR RATIO
The number of parks in the city 44% 44% 10% 0% 1% 8.8:1
Having parks conveniently located for 38% 44% 12% 2% 4% 5.9:1
peoplein all areas
The overall quality of city parks 41% 49% 8% 0% 1% 11.3:1
The overall safety of city parks 35% 49% 9% 1% 5% 8.4:1
The maintenance of city parks 38% 52% 7% 1% 2% 11.3:1
The variety of recreational facilities 22% 51% 20% 3% 5% 3.2:1
within parks
The number of athletic fields in the 24% 49% 11% 1% 15% 6.1:1
city
Having athletic fields conveniently 23% 50% 10% 3% 14% 5.6:1
located for people in all areas
The overall quality of city athletic 31% 49% 5% 1% 14% 13.3:1
fields
The maintenance of city athletic 29% 50% 5% 0% 15% 15.8:1
fields
The number of practice fields in the 14% 36% 13% 5% 32% 2.8:11
city
Having practice fields conveniently 13% 38% 14% 5% 31% 2.7:1
located for people in all areas
The overall quality of practice fields 14% 40% 9% 4% 33% 4.2:1
The overall safety of practice fields 16% 41% 8% 2% 34% 5.7:1
The overall quality of the recreation 37% 47% 5% 1% 10% 14:1
center
The variety of classes and programs 34% 47% 8% 1% 10% 9.0:1
offered by the parks and recreation
department
The overall quality of parks and 28% 47% 8% 1% 17% 8.3:1
recreation classes and programs
The number of hike and bike trails in 6% 31% 22% 11% 30% 111
the city
Having hike and bike trails 6% 29% 21% 12% 31% 111
conveniently located for people in all
areas
The overall quality of hike and bike 8% 36% 16% 6% 34% 2.0:1
trails in the city
The overall quality of playgrounds in 23% 56% 11% 1% 9% 6.6:1
the city
The number of city tennis courts 12% 38% 14% 4% 32% 2.8:1
The overall quality of city tennis 13% 43% 10% 1% 32% 5.1:1
courts
The overall quality of the aquatic 33% 43% 6% 2% 17% 9.5:1
center
The overall safety of the aquatic 32% 44% 4% 1% 19% 15.2:1
center
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2004 HURST PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY SUPPORTING TABLES

TABLE #14: RATINGS OF HURST RECREATION ASPECTS BY

AREA | AREA I AREAII AREA IV

ASPECT EXCEL | FAIR | EXCEL | FAIR | EXCEL | FAIR | EXCEL | FAIR

GOOD | POOR | GOOD | POOR | GOOD | POOR | GOOD | POOR
The number of parks in the city 91% 8% 86% 9% 88% 9% 84% 13%
Having parks conveniently located for people 85% 13% 81% 14% 85% 13% 79% 16%
in all areas
The overall quality of city parks 86% 11% 87% 10% 93% 7% 94% 4%
The overall safety of city parks 83% 14% 82% 11% 87% 9% 89% 5%
The maintenance of city parks 93% 6% 87% 10% 90% 9% 94% 3%
The variety of recreational facilities within 77% 21% 69% 26% 70% 25% 60% 13%
parks
The number of athletic fields in the city 7% 11% 68% 17% 7% 9% 73% 9%
Having athletic fields conveniently located for 78% 10% 68% 18% 76% 10% 73% 12%
peoplein all areas
The overall quality of city athletic fields 83% 6% 80% 7% 83% 3% 78% 4%
The maintenance of city athletic fields 82% 7% 78% 7% 76% 4% 83% 9%
The number of practice fields in the city 44% 17% 55% 19% 51% 16% 46% 18%
Having practice fields conveniently located for 45% 19% 57% 20% 52% 16% 46% 18%
peoplein all areas
The overall quality of practice fields 52% 12% 46% 15% 56% 12% 52% 9%
The overall safety of practice fields 56% 8% 59% 11% 56% 11% 53% 7%
The overall quality of the recreation center 89% 7% 87% 6% 77% 10% 78% 3%
The variety of classes and programs offered 86% 7% 85% 9% 76% 13% 74% 7%
by the parks and recreation department
The overall quality of parks and recreation 86% 4% 75% 8% 69% 12% 67% 7%
classes and programs
The number of hike and bike trails in the city 45% 30% 41% 33% 21% 34% 41% 29%
Having hike and bike trails conveniently 41% 31% 40% 34% 18% 34% 40% 35%
located for peoplein all areas
The overall quality of hike and bike trails in the 47% 22% 49% 25% 27% 23% 54% 16%
city
The overall quality of playgrounds in the city 81% 13% 74% 14% 76% 12% 88% 4%
The number of city tennis courts 47% 18% 59% 17% 42% 18% 44% 18%
The overall quality of city tennis courts 56% 11% 63% 10% 48% 14% 51% 8%
The overall quality of the aquatic center 78% 10% 79% 8% 71% 5% 72% 7%
The overall safety of the aquatic center 81% 5% 78% 7% 68% 4% 76% 1%
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2004 HURST PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY SUPPORTING TABLES

TABLE #15: RATINGS OF HURST RECREATION ASPECTS BY AGE
OF RESPONDENT'S CHILDREN

NO CHILD UNDER 6 AGE 6-12 AGE 13-18

ASPECT EXCEL | FAIR | EXCEL | FAIR | EXCEL | FAIR | EXCEL | FAIR
GOOD | POOR | GOOD | POOR | GOOD | POOR | GOOD | POOR
The number of parks in the city 89% 9% 87% 12% 88% 9% 88% 10%
Having parks conveniently located for people in all 84% 12% 78% 17% 84% 11% 78% 19%
areas
The overall quality of city parks 91% 8% 85% 12% 91% 8% 89% 9%
The overall safety of city parks 83% 10% 86% 13% 88% 10% 92% 8%
The maintenance of city parks 92% 6% 87% 10% 88% 11% 90% 9%
The variety of recreational facilities within parks 74% 20% 75% 23% 78% 20% 69% 31%
The number of athletic fields in the city 71% 12% 73% 12% 77% 11% 73% 15%
Having athletic fields conveniently located for 74% 11% 74% 15% 72% 18% 73% 19%
peoplein all areas
The overall quality of city athletic fields 78% 6% 87% 4% 87% 4% 88% %
The maintenance of city athletic fields 75% 7% 84% 4% 87% 4% 87% 8%
The number of practice fields in the city 52% 14% 46% 23% 56% 24% 54% 31%
Having practice fields conveniently located for 52% 13% 46% 23% 55% 26% 51% 34%
peoplein all areas
The overall quality of practice fields 53% 9% 57% 14% 60% 19% 61% 23%
The overall safety of practice fields 55% 7% 60% 9% 61% 15% 70% 14%
The overall quality of the recreation center 82% 6% 84% 4% 87% 7% 88% 9%

The variety of classes and programs offered by the 81% 9% 82% 6% 82% 10% 82% 11%
parks and recreation department

The overall quality of parks and recreation classes 75% 8% 77% 7% 78% 9% 77% 10%
and programs
The number of hike and bike trails in the city 37% 29% 36% 34% 39% 39% 37% 45%

Having hike and bike trails conveniently located for 36% 29% 33% 36% 38% 40% 32% 48%
peoplein all areas
The overall quality of hike and bike trails in the city 43% 19% 45% 20% 50% 27% 45% 32%

The overall quality of playgrounds in the city 76% 11% 87% 10% 80% 17% 87% 13%
The number of city tennis courts 48% 15% 58% 12% 59% 21% 47% 32%
The overall quality of city tennis courts 54% 9% 60% % 62% 14% 64% 20%
The overall quality of the aquatic center 72% 7% 80% 10% 87% 9% 85% 10%
The overall safety of the aquatic center 70% 5% 83% 6% 90% 7% 88% 8%
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TABLE #16: OVERALL CITY PARKS GENERALLY VISITED BY

RESPONDENT
PARK OVERALL AREA | AREA Il | AREAIIl | AREAIV | MALE | FEMALE
Chisholm 62% 52% 44% 87% 7% 56% 67%
Central 24% 23% 34% 19% 10% 22% 26%
Redbud 11% 14% 19% 3% 2% 14% 9%
Hurst Community 11% 25% 11% 2% 3% 16% %
Echo Hills 9% 0% 1% 1% 52% 9% 10%
Hurst Athletic Complex 5% 4% 5% 3% 11% 7% 4%
Rickel 4% 1% 10% 1% 0% 4% 5%
Mayfair 4% 2% 3% 9% 2% 5% 4%
Smith Barfield 4% 0% 2% 12% 0% 3% 4%
Jaycee Baker 3% 10% 3% 0% 0% 2% 4%
Hurst Hills 2% 5% 4% 0% 0% 3% 2%
Bellaire/Bellaire North 2% 0% 6% 1% 0% 3% 2%
Billy Creek 2% 6% 1% 0% 0% 2% 2%
Miscellaneous 1% 1% 3% 0% 0% 1% 2%
Parks not in Hurst 1% 0% 1% 0% 5% 0% 0%
Windmill 1% 1% 0% 0% 2% 1% 0%
Hurst Civic Center 1% 0% 1% 0% 0% 1% 1%
Valentine 1% 1% 1% 0% 0% 1% 0%
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TABLE #17: OVERALL LEVEL OF AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENTS
ABOUT BEAUTIFICATION EFFORTS IN THE CITY

STATEMENT

STRONGLY
AGREE

AGREE

DISAGREE

STRONGLY
DISAGREE

NO OPINION

AGREEMENT
RATIO

| am satisfied with how streets and
intersections are landscaped in
Hurst

13%

64%

18%

3%

2%

3.7:1

| believe the city should plant more
trees and landscaping along streets
and intersections

13%

49%

34%

1%

3%

181

I do not believe that landscaping
city streets and intersections is all
that important

2%

25%

64%

7%

1%

0.4:1

I would like to see more public art in
Hurst

6%

48%

33%

4%

9%

151

improved landscaping of city
streets will help to improve our city
image

16%

68%

14%

0%

2%

6.0:1

| support the city developing
"gateways to the city" so that
people know they are coming into
Hurst

15%

64%

16%

1%

5%

4.6:1

TABLE #18: LEVEL OF AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENTS ABOUT
BEAUTIFICATION EFFORTS IN THE CITY BY SUBSECTOR

STATEMENT

AREA |

AREA I

AREA Il

AREA IV

AGREE

DISAGR

AGREE

DISAGR

AGREE

DISAGR

AGREE

DISAGR

| am satisfied with how streets and
intersections are landscaped in
Hurst

74%

22%

2% 28%

81%

8%

65% 22%

| believe the city should plant more
trees and landscaping along streets
and intersections

53%

42%

59% 31%

51%

43%

2% 27%

I do not believe that landscaping city
streets and intersections is all that
important

29%

69%

32% 68%

23%

75%

20% 7%

I would like to see more public art in
Hurst

50%

37%

57% 32%

55%

36%

55% 43%

improved landscaping of city streets
will help to improve our city image

87%

10%

83% 16%

7%

20%

88% 7%

| support the city developing
"gateways to the city" so that people
know they are coming into Hurst

76%

18%

83% 13%

75%

21%

79% 17%
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2004 HURST PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY SUPPORTING TABLES

TABLE #19: LEVEL OF AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENTS ABOUT
BEAUTIFICATION EFFORTS IN THE CITY BY AGE OF RESPONDENT'S

CHILDREN
NO CHILD UNDER 6 AGE 6-12 AGE 13-18
ASPECT
AGREE | DISAGR | AGREE | DISAGR | AGREE | DISAGR | AGREE | DISAGR
| am satisfied with how streets and 79% 20% 83% 17% 75% 22% 2% 28%
intersections are landscaped in Hurst
I believe the city should plant more 55% 41% 70% 29% 56% 32% 75% 23%

trees and landscaping along streets
and intersections

| do not believe that landscaping city 25% 72% 33% 67% 34% 66% 31% 68%
streets and intersections is all that

important

I would like to see more public art in 52% 37% 51% 41% 53% 38% 65% 31%
Hurst

improved landscaping of city streets 80% 16% 89% 12% 83% 17% 91% 8%
will help to improve our city image

I support thecity developing 7% 17% 85% 12% 83% 11% 7% 20%

"gateways to the city" so that people
know they are coming into Hurst

TABLE #20: OVERALL LIKELIHOOD OF UTILIZATION OF
RECREATION FACILITIES IN HURST

FACILITY VERY LIKELY | LIKELY | UNLIKELY | VERY UNLIKELY OP’I\IN?ON LIKE’I&I.Hg()D

Skateboard park 9% 14% 37% 38% 2% 0.3:1
Dog park 19% 25% 29% 26% 1% 0.8:1
BMX park 5% 18% 401% 35% 2% 0.3:1
A natatorium 19% 41% 24% 14% 2% 161
Additional meeting space 5% 29% 43% 20% 4% 0.5:1
Public restrooms 25% 55% 12% 6% 1% 4.4:1
Recreation center 25% 59% 9% 5% 2% 6.0:1
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2004 HURST PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY SUPPORTING TABLES

TABLE #21: LIKELIHOOD OF UTILIZATION OF RECREATION
FACILITIES IN HURST BY SUBSECTOR

AREA | AREA Il AREA Il AREA |
FACILITY
LIKELY | UNLIKELY | LIKELY | UNLIKELY | LIKELY | UNLIKELY | LIKELY | UNLIKELY

Skateboard park 22% 78% 30% 71% 17% 80% 19% 75%
Dog park 47% 54% 47% 52% 36% 62% 40% 57%
BMX park 24% 75% 28% 70% 15% 81% 18% 7%
A natatorium 2% 27% 61% 42% 46% 52% 61% 32%
Additional meeting space 44% 52% 35% 62% 25% 70% 31% 64%
Public restrooms 82% 16% 86% 14% 69% 30% 84% 13%
Recreation center 86% 10% 86% 15% 78% 21% 85% 12%

TABLE #22: LIKELIHOOD OF UTILIZATION OF RECREATION
FACILITIES IN HURST BY AGE OF RESPONDENT'S CHILDREN

NO CHILD UNDER 6 AGE 6-12 AGE 13-18

FACILITY

LIKELY | UNLIKELY | LIKELY | UNLIKELY | LIKELY |UNLIKELY | LIKELY |[UNLIKELY
Skateboard park 13% 85% 33% 67% 44% 54% 46% 54%
Dog park 36% 62% 42% 58% 56% 42% 64% 37%
BMX park 14% 83% 26% 72% 41% 57% 42% 58%
A natatorium 52% 46% 75% 24% 75% 24% 74% 26%
Additional meeting 36% 59% 25% 75% 27% 69% 36% 61%
space
Public restrooms 75% 23% 93% 7% 88% 10% 90% 9%
Recreation center 79% 18% 94% 6% 90% 9% 92% 8%
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2004 HURST PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY SUPPORTING TABLES

TABLE #23: OVERALL SUPPORT FOR OR OPPOSITION TO CAPITAL
PARK AND RECREATION IMPROVEMENTS IN HURST

SUPPORT TO

IMPROVEMENT STRONGLY SUPPORT OPPOSE STRONGLY NO OPINION | OPPOSITION
SUPPORT OPPOSE RATIO

Renovate and redevelop 24% 62% 11% 1% 2% 7.2:.1
neighborhood parks
Construct an additional 21% 47% 24% 3% 6% 251
recreation center
Expand community meeting 7% 41% 38% 5% 9% 1.1:1
space
Construction of a dog park 15% 39% 35% 7% 4% 131
Construction of restrooms in 23% 61% 11% 2% 2% 6.5:1
small neighborhood parks
Construction of a natatorium 19% 47% 28% 3% 3% 2.1:1
Construction of a skateboard 9% 41% 37% 9% 5% 1.1:1
park in the city
Expand the city's trail system 20% 57% 16% 3% 4% 431

TABLE #24: SUPPORT FOR OR OPPOSITION TO CAPITAL PARK
AND RECREATION IMPROVEMENTS IN HURST BY SUBSECTOR

AREA | AREA Il AREA Il AREA IV

IMPROVEMENT

SUPPORT | OPPOSE | SUPPORT | OPPOSE | SUPPORT | OPPOSE | SUPPORT | OPPOSE
Renovate and redevelop 89% 10% 86% 10% 78% 21% 89% 7%
neighborhood parks
Construct an additional 68% 25% 72% 23% 56% 37% 75% 20%
recreation center
Expand community meeting 53% 38% 51% 39% 39% 50% 43% 47%
space
Construction of a dog park 59% 39% 61% 35% 40% 54% 49% 49%
Construction of restrooms in 82% 18% 89% 8% 78% 19% 65% 11%
small neighborhood parks
Construction of a natatorium 71% 24% 66% 32% 58% 39% 68% 29%
Construction of a 52% 44% 57% 39% 37% 57% 46% 49%
skateboard park in the city
Expand the city's trail 83% 14% 7% 18% 70% 25% 79% 16%
system
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TABLE #25: SUPPORT FOR OR OPPOSITION TO CAPITAL PARK
AND RECREATION IMPROVEMENTS IN HURST BY AGE OF
RESPONDENT'S CHILDREN

NO CHILD UNDER 6 AGE 6-12 AGE 13-18

IMPROVEMENT

SUPPORT | OPPOSE | SUPPORT | OPPOSE | SUPPORT | OPPOSE | SUPPORT | OPPOSE
Renovate and redevelop 84% 14% 90% 8% 92% 7% 86% 13%
neighborhood parks
Construct an additional recreation 60% 31% 78% 22% 82% 17% 74% 24%
center
Expand community meeting space 45% 43% 52% 45% 54% 42% 50% 40%
Construction of a dog park 50% 45% 55% 43% 57% 40% 63% 35%
Construction of restrooms in small 82% 17% 90% 7% 89% 6% 91% 10%
neighborhood parks
Construction of a natatorium 57% 41% 84% 13% 79% 17% 7% 20%
Construction of a skateboard park 39% 55% 66% 32% 68% 29% 64% 34%
in the city
Expand the city's trail system 72% 24% 87% 10% 88% 9% 85% 12%

TABLE #26: OVERALL LEVEL OF AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENTS
REGARDING RECREATION IMPROVEMENTS IN HURST

STRONGLY STRONGLY NO AGREEMENT
STATEMENT AGREE | AGREE | DISAGREE | nisaGREE | OPINION RATIO
I'm satisfied with the recreational 22% 69% 6% 1% 2% 13:1
facilities in Hurst
I am willing to pay additional city 6% 47% 35% 7% 5% 1.3:1
taxes to see the quality of parks
upgraded
The existing park system is 8% 67% 20% 0% 5% 3.8:1
adequate
The city should improve the 6% 54% 33% 1% 5% 1.8:1
existing parks and not develop
any new ones
| have adequate avenues to voice 6% 75% 10% 1% 8% 7.4:1
my concerns about recreation in
Hurst
| am satisfied with the current 6% 61% 29% 3% 2% 2.1:1

landscaping in city medians and
intersections
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2004 HURST PARKS AND RECREATION SURVEY SUPPORTING TABLES

TABLE #27: LEVEL OF AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENTS
REGARDING RECREATION IMPROVEMENTS IN HURST BY

SUBSECTOR
AREA | AREA I AREAII AREA IV

AGE GROUP

AGREE |DISAGREE | AGREE |DISAGREE| AGREE |DISAGREE| AGREE |DISAGREE
I'm satisfied with the 90% 7% 71% 7% 89% 8% 92% 7%
recreational facilities in Hurst
I am willing to pay additional city 50% 47% 62% 35% 46% 49% 46% 46%
taxes to see the quality of parks
upgraded
The existing park system is 81% 16% 70% 26% 74% 20% 7% 18%
adequate
The city should improve the 60% 36% 56% 39% 65% 28% 63% 31%

existing parks and not develop
any new ones

I have adequate avenues to 75% 10% 84% 10% 81% 10% 84% 13%
voice my concerns about
recreation in Hurst

| am satisfied with the current 71% 27% 58% 41% 81% 17% 64% 34%
landscaping in city medians and
intersections

TABLE #28: LEVEL OF AGREEMENT WITH STATEMENTS
REGARDING RECREATION IMPROVEMENTS IN HURST BY AGE OF
RESPONDENT'S CHILDREN

NO CHILD UNDER 6 AGE 6-12 AGE 13-18
STATEMENT
AGREE |DISAGREE| AGREE |DISAGREE| AGREE |DISAGREE| AGREE |DISAGREE
I'm satisfied with the 91% 6% 90% 9% 89% 11% 90% 10%
recreational facilities in
Hurst
I am willing to pay additional 48% 46% 62% 38% 64% 36% 55% 41%

city taxes to see the quality
of parks upgraded

The existing park system is 76% 19% 7% 20% 76% 21% 69% 28%
adequate
The city should improve the 62% 32% 55% 42% 57% 36% 54% 44%

existing parks and not
develop any new ones
| have adequate avenues to 83% 8% 74% 17% 78% 17% 77% 19%
voice my concerns about
recreation in Hurst

| am satisfied with the 69% 29% 60% 41% 65% 34% 62% 37%
current landscaping in city
medians and intersections
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